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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 November 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Ouay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) M Claim(s) 1-60 is/are pending in the application, 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

Q)M Claim(s) 1-11.15-32.36-52.55-60 is/are rejected. 

7) M Claim(s) 12-14.33-35 and 52-54 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 20 November 2003 is/are: a)IE accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 1 1/20/03 has been 
considered by the examiner and made of record in the application file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-6, 10. 15-17. 19. 25-29, 36-39. 45-51, 55 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated bv Mottes (US 2004/0162058). 

As to claim 1, Mottes teaches a method (figure 10, 1 1 and paragraph 0083), 
comprising: 

sensing a wireless device within a proximity to a terminal that supports wireless 
communication, wherein the proximity is within a wireless communication coverage area 
of the terminal; 

establishing wireless communication between the wireless device and the 
terminal, wherein the terminal is communicatively connected to a server; 

transferring an identification code from the wireless device to the terminal; 
sending the identification code from the terminal to the server; 
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matching the identification code with an account identity of a business 
transaction card; 

increasing a funds available balance of the business transaction card (paragraph 

0038). 

As to claim 2, Mottes teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the wireless device 
is a smart card (paragraph 0041 , 0046) 

As to claim 3, Mottes teaches the method of claim 2, wherein the smart card is 
the business transaction card (paragraph 0009). 

As to claim 4, Mottes teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the business 
transaction card is selected from a credit card, a debit card, a bank card, a cash card, a 
value card and combinations thereof. 

As to claim 5 Mottes teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the wireless device 
is selected from the group consisting of a mobile telephone, a personal digital assistant 
and a personal computer (figure 10). 

As to claim 6, Mottes teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the terminal is at a 
location selected from the group consisting of an ATM machine, a bank, a credit union, 
a business establishment, a retail establishment and combinations thereof (figure 10). 

As to claim 10, Mottes teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 

accessing account information stored on the server in a database, wherein the 
account information is associated with the account identification of the business 
transaction card (figure 10). 
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As to claim 15, Mottes inherently teaches the method of claim 1, after the step of 
automatically increasing the available funds balance of the business transaction card, 
the method further comprising sending a message that the available funds balance was 
increased, wherein the message is delivered to a device selected from a mobile 
telephone, a personal computer, a personal digital assistant, a smart card or 
combinations thereof (paragraph 0038, the payment card Issuer is responsible for the 
credit and figure 7). 

As to claim 16, Mottes teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the authorization 
code and the account identification comprises numbers, letters or combinations thereof 
(figure 1 1 ). 

As to claim 17, Mottes teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the wireless 
communication uses Bluetooth protocol (paragraph 0086). 

As to claim 1 9, Mottes teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the wireless 
communication operates in a personal area network (paragraph 0006). 

As to claim 25, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 1 ; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 . 

As to claim 26, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 2; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 2. 

As to claim 27, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 3; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 3. 

As to claim 28, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 4; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 4. 
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As to claim 29, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 5; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 5. 

As to claim 30, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 6; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 6. 

As to claim 31, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 10; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 10. 

As to claim 36, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 15; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 15. 

As to claim 37, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 16; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 16. 

As to claim 38, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 17; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 17. 

As to claim 39, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 19; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 19. 

As to claim 45, the claim is a system claim of claim 1 ; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 . 

As to claim 46, the claim is a system claim of claim 2; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 2. 

As to claim 47, the claim is a system claim of claim 3; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 3. 

As to claim 48, the claim is a system claim of claim 5; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 5. 
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As to claim 49, the claim is a system claim of claim 6; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 6. 

As to claim 50, the claim is a system claim of claim 10; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 10. 

As to claim 51 , the claim is a system claim of claim 1 1 ; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 1 . 

As to claim 55, the claim is a system claim of claim 17; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 17. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 7-9. 11. 18. 24. 32. 44. 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Mottes. 

As to claims 7-9, 1 1 , 18 and 24, Mottes teaches the method of claim 1 , Mottes 
fails to teach the proximity is between about 0.1 foot and about 300 feet from the 
terminal, about 1 foot and about 50 feet from the terminal, about 4 feet and about 10 
feet from the terminal, the account information comprises the identification code, the 
account identification, paid transactions, a funds available balance, an authorized debit 
card user, an account owner, and the authorized incremental funds amount, the 
wireless communication uses WiFi protocol and encrypting the wireless communication. 
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However, the examiner takes Official Notice that recited limitations are known in the art. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the teaching of above recited limitations into the system 
of Mottes in order to enhance the system performance of multi MVNO and service 
provider platform and management. 

As to claim 32, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 1 1 ; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 1 . 

As to claim 44, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 24; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 24. 

As to claim 56, the claim is a system claim of claim 18; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 18. 

4. Claims 20-23. 40-43. 57-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mottes in view of Parks (US 2004/0185827). 

As to claim 20, Mottes teaches the method of claim 1 , Mottes fails to teach 
receiving the authorized incremental funds amount as an input and storing the 
authorized incremental funds amount in the database. Parks teaches receiving the 
authorized incremental funds amount as an input and storing the authorized incremental 
funds amount in the database (figure 80). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the teaching of 
Parks into the system of Mottes in order to transact for replenishment of an account 
using a credit/debit card. 
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As to claim 21 , the combination of Mottes and Parks teaches the method of claim 
1 , further comprising receiving limitations for use of the business transaction card, 
wherein the limitations are 

selected from geographical use, time period of use, and merchant classification; and 
storing the limitations for use of the business transaction card in the database (figure 
6A, 6B). 

As to claim 22, the combination of Mottes and Parks teaches the method of claim 
1, further comprising receiving authorization instructions and storing the authorization 
instructions in the database (figure 6A, 6B). 

As to claim 23, the combination of Mottes and Parks teaches the method of claim 
22, wherein the authorization instructions are selected from the group consisting of a 
terminal location to receive the wireless communication, a time to receive the wireless 
communication and combinations thereof (figure 6A, 6B). 

As to claim 40, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 20; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 20. 

As to claim 41 , the claim is a computer software claim of claim 21 ; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 21 . 

As to claim 42, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 22; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 22. 

As to claim 43, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 23; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 23. 



Application/Control Number: 10/718,300 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2683 

As to claim 57, the claim is a system claim of claim 20; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 20. 

As to claim 58, the claim is a system claim of claim 21 ; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 21 . 

As to claim 59, the claim is a system claim of claim 22; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 22. 

As to claim 60, the claim is a system claim of claim 23; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 23. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 12-14, 33-35, 52-54 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

As to claims 12, 33, 52, the teaching of above prior arts either alone or in 
combination fails to teach method of claim 10, further comprising comparing the 
authorized incremental funds amount and a funds available balance contained in the 
account information, determining if the funds available balance is less than the 
authorized incremental funds amount and determining if an authorization exits to 
increase the funds available balance. 

Dependent claims 13, 14, 34-35, 53-54 are objectable for the same reason. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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A. Freeny, Jr (US 2002/0187779) teaches communication and proximity 
authorization systems. 

B. Labrou et al (US 2005/0027543) teaches methods for purchase of goods and 
services. 

C. Woodward et al (US 6,434,159) teaches transaction system and method 
therefore. 

D. Blumberg et al (US 2004/01 10515) teaches system and method for providing 
information based on geographic position. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANH C. LE whose telephone number is 571-272-7868. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, WILLIAM TROST can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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